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THE LIMITATIONS OF THE PREDICATIVE 
POSITION IN GREEK. 



A study of the limitations of the predicative position in Greek 
calls for a brief treatment of the origin and historical development 
of the Greek article. 

Aristotle (Poetics, c. 21) is the first writer by whom the pro- 
noun is referred to as a separate part of speech. He expressly 
makes mention of the Svofia, the pijfia, 
™RTlS^ the <nJi/Se<r/i09, and the &p0pov, though 

elsewhere he includes the last two under 
aivZeafio^. We do not know when the name avrcovvfiLa was 
introduced. Schoemann's assumption, Die Lehre von den Rede- 
theilen, p. 117, that it originated with the Alexandrian gram- 
marians is not improbable. He is probably right, too, in assuming 
that the separation of the pronoun from the article did not take 
place later than the time of Aristarchus, the grammarian. It is 
important to remember, however, that this separation was not 
countenanced by the Stoics, who did not fail to perceive that the 
article was in reality a d^raded pronoun. Under the general 
name of pronoun, they comprehended both pronoun and article. 
The Stoic view of the nature of the article — that it is a degraded 
pronoun — has won general acceptation. 

In Homer o 17 ro is the commonest of the demonstrative pro- 
nouns. It is a matter of great interest to the student of language 
to observe the traces of the gradual weakening of the pronominal 
force of o j} to. Accompanying this loss is the growing use of 
0UT09, 3S€, and iK€ivo<;. The gradual weakening of the pronomi- 
nal o 17 to is, however, only another way of characterising the 
transition from pronoun to article. Vogrinz, Grammatik des 
homerischen Dialektes, p. 197, points out one step in the devel- 
opment of the article where the pronominal form and the noun to 

7 



8 The Limiiationa of the Predicative Position in Greek. 

which it relates are separatee! merely by light particles. Cf., e. g., 
17 Si vv firiTqp (X 405), oi Be vv Xaoi (A 382j, tA S' . . . KtjXa 
(A 383), oi Sk 0€ol (A 1), o y fipw (E 308), r^ hi oi Saae, r^ 
Si oi &fjL(D (aaepe). The following statistics for the pronominal and 
articular use of o, 17, to are quoted by Vogrinz (1. c.) from Stum- 
mer (Ueber den Artikel bei Homer, Progr., Munnerstadt, 1886, 
p. 56). In the Iliad o, 17, to is used as a pix)noun 3,000 times, as 
an article 218 times, i. e., in the ratio of 14 : 1 ; in the Odyssey it 
is found as a pronoun 2,178 times, as an article 171 times, i. e., in 
the ratio of 13:1. These statistics, as Vogrinz observes, hardly 
justify us in claiming an advance in the use of the article. That 
it began to be used with a greater degree of frequency in Homer 
can be seen by an examination of the later portions of the Odyssey, 
and in parts of other books. Vogrinz, p. 198, on the basis of 
iStummer's investigation, illustrates freely the Homeric uses of the 
article. Some of these may fitly be noted here. (1) With particu- 
lar words : toio ava/ero^ (A 322, 7 388, <^ 62), 17 wXvOv^ (B 278, 

305), rbv 'qvio'x^ov {'9' 465), rov aXrjrrjv {a 333), rov fivOov (B 16, 

1 55, 309, T 185), T^i/ yaaripa {a 380), tA S&pa (\ 339); (2) with 
particular classes of words, as (a) cardinal numbers : t^9 fJi^ev irj^ 
oTixo^ (IT 173), T7)v fiev Xav (f 435), ol rpel^ (f 26), oi Se Svod (tko- 
ireXot {fi 73), tA? irivre via^ (7 299) ; substantivised participles : 
Tov ayovra (<I> 262), rov irpovxovra (SP* 325); substantivised adjec- 
tives : TO Kpriyvov (A 106), tov Svarrfvov (y 224), tov apioTov 
(? 19), TO fiiXav Spvo^ (f 12); ordinals : to irp&Tov, to Sevrepov, 
etc. Of. also to irdpo<;, to irpiv, to irpoaOev, to irdpotBev, 

Quintilian (Inst. Or. 1, 4, 19) says of the Latin language : Nosier 
aermo articuloa non deaiderat With this stage corresponds, in the 
main. Epic Greek which, as a rule, dispenses with the use of the 
article. Epic use diverges from Attic at several points. We are 
familiar with the classification of the article in Attic Greek as 
particular and generic. Homeric usage is almost wholly confined 
to the former. Vogrinz (p. 198) gives but two indisputable cases 
of the latter, viz., tov ofwlov (H 53, p 218). Kruger, Dial. 50, 4, 
1 and 2, gives other cases which may be considered generic. The 
use of the article with possessive significance — a not uncommon 
phenomenon in Attic — is rarely, if at all, found. The substantive 
generally suffices ; occasionally it is strengthened by the possessive 
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pronoun. The three or four cases that may be cited are incon- 
clusive. Cf. Kriiger, Dial. 50, 3, 6. There are a few examples 
of the adjective in the predicative position relatively to the article. 
The cases employed are the nominative and the accusative. The 
commonest expression of this class is ttoiov tov fivdov which occurs 
seven times, all in the Iliad. Cf., further, Kriiger Dial. 50, 10, 1. 

In passing to the function of the article in Attic Greek, the 
writer would acknowledge his especial obligations to Kriiger among 
the grammarians who have treated of this subject. In this depart- 
ment of his work, Kiihner was in no small measure dependent on 
Kriiger. Worthy of mention, too, is the excellent treatise of Dorn- 
seiffen, De Articulo, etc., to which Kriiger was indebted for some 
of his remarks on this subject. Viewed logically, the function of 
the Attic article is to mark the object with which it is used as 
definite and well-known. The cases, not a few, where no article 
is used, are best explained as survivals of that earlier stage of the 
language when the article had not yet come to maturity. Such are 
€49 ao-Tv, and the like. By reason of this definiteness of import, 
it is naturally used with the subject, but omitted with the predicate. 
It is found, however, in the predicate (1) in the case of certain 
words with which the article fuses, e. g., Plato, Apol. 40 c: hvolv 
y^p Bdrepov iarcv to T€0vdvac and (2) where the two parts of the 
sentence are logically convertible, e. g., Plato, Theaet. 145 D : ip'ov 
TO fiavOdveiv iarlv to aoifnorepov yiyvea-Oac irepl h fiavOdvei ti<; ; 
(cf. Otto Eichhorst, Die Lehre des Apollonius Dyscolus vom Arti- 
kel, Philol., vol. 38, p. 399 ff.). The salient uses of the article were 
clearly understood by Apollonius Dyscolus. His classification was as 
follows : — (1) KUT i^oxn^s por exceUence, e. g., o iroirfTij^ =: Homer ; 
(2) Karit fiovaSitcr^v /crrjo'cv, e. g., o I3aa'i\€v<; axfv tc5 arparevfiaTL 
— ©ur possessive use ; (3) kut uvto fiovov dirkrjv dva^opdv. The 
last is the commonest of all, and in it, as Apollonius saw, is to be found 
the essential characteristic of the Greek article, viz., dva<f)opd. The 
generic article was characterised by him by the word dopiarcoBm, 
inasmuch as it was not limited, or defined, like the others. 

Viewed rhetorically, the article distinguishes the subject from 
the predicate in accordance with the principle which has been 
stated. While ic may be true that it is not indispensable to a 
language, as, e. g., Latin, it is invaluable as a means of gaining 
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precision^ e. g., 0€o^ ffv 6 \0709 or vv^ tj ^fjApa iyivero. This is 
clearly set forth by the Greek rhetorician, Theon, in his Progy- 
mnasmata (Spengel, Rhetores Graeci, vol. II., p. 83). There he 
says : irpoaOeaei, apOptov ovxeri dfjL<f)Ll3o\o^ yiverai 17 Xeft?. 

The various positions which the adjective may assume relatively 
to the article in Attic call for brief remark. The adjective may be 
used either attributively or predicatively. The attributive position 
is a threefold one : (1) 1} o-j) olxia (2) 17 oiKLa f} arj (3) olKia fi arj. 
Of these, the first is the simplest and most natural. The second 
is called the "oratorical," and carries with it 6yKo^ (Aristotle, 
Rhetoric 1407 b, 35-37). The third is not specifically referred 
to by Aristotle. In the Orators it is the least frequent of the three, 
and has been characterized by Prof. Gildersleeve as the "slip-shod" 
or "negligent" position. It "affects to be easy and familiar," 
(See his Justin Martyr A, 6, 7, and review of Merriam's Herodotus 
in A. J. P., 6, 262, and A. J. P., 17, 518.) An investigation 
of the relative frequency of the three positions in the Orators and 
the Speeches of Thucydides, so far as the category of the possessive 
pronouns is concerned, enables the writer to make the following 
statement. In Thucydides the first position is the normal one, the 
se<x)nd is exceptional (three times), the third is found eleven times. 
In the Orators, the first position has, as a rule, the preference. 
The second occurs about half as often. The third, however, is 
very rare, there being but ten occurrences in the course of above 
2,000 Teubner pages. The predicative position is a twofold one, 
the adjective being found before or after both article and noun. It 
is by no means restricted to the nominative or cam^s rectus] for we 
frequently find the genitive, dative, and accusative cases similarly 
used, giving rise to what may be termed "oblique predication." 

In studying oblique predication, it was found necessary for a 
clear appreciation of the grammatical phenomena to take account 

of the participle as well as the adjective, 
oo^^.ri^^^fr^v to the latter of which Donaldson, in his 

classification of predicates as primary, 
secondary, and tertiary, confined his view ; for the participle by 
reason of its verbal force readily lends itself to the expression of 
predication in the oblique cases, and the adjective has in this par- 
ticular assumed the function of the participle. Boiling, The Epic 
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and Attic Use of the Circumstantial Participle (Johns Hopkins 
University Circulars, December, 1897), has well set forth the affin- 
ity between the two in these words : " The adjective represents a 
quality at rest, the participle represents a quality in motion, and 
the diflTerence between the two is a difference in the degree of 
mobility." Not only, however, does the adjective assume the 
function of the participle, but the participle in attribution sinks 
to the level of the adjective. This degradation of the participle 
is sufficiently familiar to students of English in such words, e. g., 
as ^interesting,'* " charming,*' and the like, which are ordinarily 
felt as adjectives. 

The field of personal observation in this study of oblique predi- 
cation has been limited to the Orators and Thucydides. Two 
types in particular have formed the basis of this investigation. 
They have been denominated " Adverbial-Dative Type of Predi- 
cation " and " Prepositional Type of Predication." 

The first explicit reference to the subject of oblique predication, 
which has come under the writer's observation, appears in a disser- 
tation written by 8. Elias, Quaestiones Lycurgeae, Halis Saxonum, 
1870. On p. 17 he has something to say of the predicative use of 
the adjective in connection with an oblique case of the substantive. 
He observes that the construction is found in all the Orators, but 
that it is used oftener by some than by others. It is found, o. g., 
four times in Andocides — the fourth oration is included — three times 
in Antiphon, four times in Hyperides, nine times in Dinarchus. 
For the rest of the Orators, he contents himself with general state- 
ments. He remarks that it occurs often in Demosthenes, oftenest 
in Isocrates, whose example is followed by Lycurgus. 

The next reference to the same subject is made by H. Mayer, 
Observationes in Lycurgi Oratoris Usum Dicendi, Friburgi, 1889. 
On p. 33 ff., Mayer notes the marked fondness of Lycurgus for the 
predicative position, as it is called, of the adjective. " Si enim, 
quomodo collocata sint adiectiva, quaerimus, oratorem in praedi- 
cativa quae dicitur collocatione adhibenda quasi exultare intellegi- 
mus." He cites a number of examples from Lycurgus, and quotes 
the figures for other Orators given by Elias in the dissertation 
mentioned. There is added a remark on the stylistic effect of the 
construction: "etiam tali adiectivorum collocatione plus ponderis 



12 The lAmUationa of the Predicaiive Position in Greek, 



orationem nancisci manifestum est/^ With this judgment, the 
present writer is in accord. 

It 18 quite evident from the figures given by Elias that he has 
examined somewhat carefully the usage of certain of the Orators. 
If one has regard merely to the number of occurrences, the state- 
ment with respect to Demosthenes, Isocrates, and Lycurgus is cor- 
rect as far as it goes; but looked at in relation to the bulk of Greek 
which each Orator represents, the statement is far from correct. 

A table of the usage of the Orators and Thucydides, in which 
the speeches of Thucydides are separated from the narrative, is 
subjoined, giving the number of predicative adjectives or parti- 
ciples used by each writer. Only those orations generally con- 
sidei*ed genuine are included. In the case of Demosthenes, the 
division of Blass (Dindorf 's edition, revised by Blass, vol. i, pp. 
45-6) has been followed. 

Range op Oblique Predication. 

Pred. Adj8. 
and Pies. Teubner pages. Percentage. 

Lycurgus 33 45 .73 

Thucydides (Speeches)... 70 125 .56 

" (Narrative). 81 473 .17 

Isocrates 189 508 .37 

Dinarchus 11 54 .20 

Lysias 28 200 .14 

Pseudo-Lysias 19 17 1.12 

Isaeus 16 138 .12 

Antiphon 11 99 .11 

Demosthenes 73 737 .10 

Pseudo-Demosthenes.... 45 521 .09 

Hyperides 4 44 .09 

Aeschines 17 188 .09 

Andocides 3 67 .04 

Pseudo-Andocides 2 12 .17 

An examination of this table yields the following results : — 
Pseudo-Lysias, Lycurgus, Thucydides (Speeches), Isocrates, and 
Dinarchus stand out from the rest in the preference they give to 
this construction. At the opposite pole stands Andocides, to whom 
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the construction was in no wise congenial. Of the remaining Ora- 
tors, we may say generally that they pursued a middle course. A 
sharp difference is noticeable between the usage of Thucydides in 
his speeches and in his narrative. Especially striking is the large 
use in the Epitaphios of Pseudo-Lysias. 

The foregoing results warrant the conclusion that the true home 
of oblique predication is not in simple narrative which keeps close 
to the language of everyday life ; on the contrary, it is quite with- 
drawn from that sphere, and is found in language which aims to 
be elevated, weighty, impressive, and, in a word, strives after 
effect. Hence the marked preference for it in that much-discussed 
specimen of epideictic oratory, the Epitaphios. Hence the favor 
it finds with Thucydides, when he is striving to be impressive. 
Hence, too, the fondness for it shown by Lycurgus, and, in a less 
pronounced manner, by Isocrates and Dinarchus. Hence, on the 
other hand, the marked avoidance of it by Andocides, who was not 
swayed by the Hchools of rhetoric, and was, perhaps, the least artistic 
of the Orators. 

The following is the tabular statement of the results reached in 
an examination of the range of the adverbial-dative and the prepo- 
sitional type of predication. 

Adverbialt-Dative Type. 

Pred. Adj», 
and Ptcs. Teubner pages, Pereeniage, 

Thucydides (Speeches)... 5 125 .04 

" (Narrative).. 12 473 .025 

Lycurgus 1 45 .022 

Isocrates 6 508 .012 

Aeschines 2 188 .010 

Isaeus 1 138 .007 

Demosthenes 2 737 .0027 

Pseudo-Demosthenes 1 521 .002 

Pseudo-Lysias 1 17 .06 

Lucian 76 1268 .06 

Dion Chrysostomus 12 708 .017 

Dion Cassius 10 658 .015 

Diod. Siculus 6 444 .013 
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Pbepositional Type. 



Thucydides (Speeches)... 
" (Narrative). 

Dinarchus 

Demosthenes 

Pseudo-Demosthenes 

Aeschines 

Andocides 

Isocrates 

Antipbon 

Lysias 

Pseudo-Lysias 

Lucian 

Dion Cassius 

Dion Chrysostomus 

Diod. Siculus 



Pred. Adj*. 
and Put. 


Teubner fMgtt. 


Peremlage, 


7 


125 


.056 


3 


473 


.006 


2 


54 


.037 


16 


737 


.022 


2 


521 


.004 




188 


.021 




67 


.015 




508 


.014 




99 


.010 




200 


.005 




17 


.06 


94 


1268 


.074 


16 


658 


.023 


11 


708 


.016 


2 


444 


.005 



These tables yield the following results : — 

Half of the Orators are not represented at all in the adverbial- 
dative type. Thucydides shows the same decided preference for 
these constructions in his speeches as compared with his narrative. 
Especially is this to be seen in the prepositional type, where the 
proportion is above 9:1. Lycurgus is the foremost of the Orators 
in his use of the adv.-dative type. Except in one possible instance, 
he seems to have avoided the prepositional type. This may be due 
to the small amount of his writing which has come down to our 
time. Four of the six examples of the adv.-dat. type in Isocrates 
are found in one particular section. Aeschines, while using both 
types with comparative frequency, prefers the prepositional type. 
Especially marked, so far as variety of usage goes, is the prefer- 
ence of Demosthenes for the prepositional type. Its ratio to the 
adv.-dat. is about 7:1. With respect to the usage of Demosthenes, 
it may be remarked that he uses the prep, type eleven times in his 
public orations (ten of them being in Forensic speeches), four times 
in his private orations. Taking bulk into consideration, the public 
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and private orations cannot be differentiated on this score. The 
plain style of Lysias avoids the dat. type altogether and uses the 
prep, type once only, but that in an effective passage, in the 12th 
oration, where Lysias himself is the speaker. The Epitaphios 
stands out from all the rest. 

It is interesting to compare the usage of post-classic Greek as 
seen in the writings of Lucian. In the dat. type Lucian outdoes 
all except Pseudo-Lysias, while in the prep, type even Pseudo- 
Lysias is not to be excepted. This excessive use of oblique predi- 
cation is the result of a desire on the part of that writer to impart 
elegance to his style. Cf. Prof. Gildersleeve in A. J. P. 17, 518. 
Dion Cassius and Dion Chrysostomus, as compared with Lucian, 
are very much nearer the norm. 

As to the true sphere of the adv.-dat. and the prep, type, the 
writer believes that he is justified in affirming that, of the two, the 
second strikes a decidedly higher note. The first undoubtedly 
takes its rise in the language of everyday life. Demosthenes em- 
ploys it when characterising his opponents, and only in a contempt- 
uous sense. Thucydides, it is true, gives it a higher tone than it 
usually has by withdrawing it from its ordinary associations and 
transferring it, as a rule, to the naval sphere. The second, on the 
other hand, is distinctly elevated in tone, though it draws near, in 
the hands of certain writers, to the language of ordinary discourse. 
Demosthenes makes use of it with telling effect in passages intended 
to be impressive. Lucian does not seem to have appreciated this 
difference of tone between the two types. They are almost alike 
to him. Thucydides, by his marked preference for the construction 
in his speeches, and his corresponding avoidance of it in his narra- 
tive, shows that he regarded it as more elegant. 

A class of participles, having the value in translation of an 

abstract noun, call for separate treat- 

oP^Sx'SfarTo'jN. "»• ^- ■^ f™ '-' • -•» 

group in the Orators. 
Antiphon, 5, 35: hi avrov rov o-cofiaTo^ airoWv fievov, 
Andocides, 3, 27 : e/c ^ap tov iroXifiov y^poviaOivTo^. 
Lysias, 4, 10: ^/c ttJ? dvOpcoTrov fiaaavt^ofiivr)^;, 
Lycurgus, 30 : eV toU AewKparov^ olKeiaL^; Ka\ O^pairalvat.^ 
fiaaavia-Oela-i. 
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DemostheDes^ 18, 57: atro tovtodv i^era^ofiivoDv, 

** 47,47: €/c rrj^ avOptoirov fiaa-avi^ofiii/rjf:. 

" 24, 98: irepl \ijyovTa rbv iviavrov. 

This use of the participle is by no means restricted to the oblique 
cases. For the nominative, cf. 

Isocrates, 14, 49: 6 yap koivo^ ^Los aTroXaiXcw? ihia^ rh^ 

iXTTiSa^ eKaoTov rf/jL&v ^;^eti/ TreTroirjKev, 
Demosthenes, 64, 12: pvv Be tout eatoae to alfi airoy^taprjaav. 
This construction goes back to Homer. Cf. 

N 37—8 : o^p efiireSov avOt pAvotev \ voarrjaavra ava/cra. 
One type of this construction, viz., the predic. ptc. in the sociative 
dative with afia and the like, runs through Greek literature from 
the very first. Tycho Momrasen, Beitrage zu der Lehre von den 
griechischen Prapositionen, Berlin, 1895, p. 65, notes that Homer 
uses it in three expressions only, of the break of day and of the 
setting of the sun. 

a/Lt' 770? (f>aivop,€vr)<f>cv B 407, ^ 266, o 396, etc. 
a/L6* '^eXttp avLovT L p, 429, 1^ 362, S 136. 
a/Lui 8' ffeXitp KaraBvvri ir 366, A 592, 2 210. 
Herodotus goes beyond Epic usage, and uses apa quite generally 
for " with." See Mommsen, p. 360. 

Hdt. 2, 44: ap,a Tvptp olKi^op^evrf, 
" 3, 86 : fi/ia tc3 Lmrq) tovto ironja-avTc. 
" 1,8: apu Bk KL0&VI eKBvopLivtp, 
With these participles, Helbing, Ueber den Gebrauch des echten 
und sociativen Dativs bei Herodot, Karlsruhe, 1898, p. 80, rightly 
compares 

Hdt. 3, 134: av^op^ivtp yitp r^ atopLari avvav^ovrat etc. 
Thucydides uses apxi with the dative much in the same way as 
Xenophon does later. 42 out of 53 exx. are time-limitations. See 
Mommsen, p. 383. e. g., 

Thuc. 2, 2 : apLa fjpt apy^o pLevtp, 

" 2, 6 : apLa yctp ttj iaoStp ycyvopbivrj, 
** 3, I : apua rtp airtp aKpLa^ovri. 
Cf. Aristophanes, £q. 520: apui Tai^ TroXcal^ Kariovaai^, 
In Xenophon, besides the Epic usage, we find kindred expres- 
sions : 

Xen. Anab. 7, 7, 39: avv roh ^€o?9 elBoai, 
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XeD. Cyropaedia 8, 7, 6 : <rifv r^ XP^^V Trpoiovrc, 
Cf. Mommsen, p. 364.* 

Id addition to the examples of the particular type just noticed, 
the following may be cited as illustrative : 

Hdt. 1, 34: fiera Bk XoXoDpa ol')^6fi€vov. 

** 2, 22 : ttTTo TT) Ko fiivrjf; 'xlovo*;, 

" " iirX x^oi/t Trea- ova-ff. 
Thuc. 1, 100: TO x^P^ov ai 'Ewca 6ho\ tcr i ^6 fievov, 
" 2, 49 : fjL€TcL ravra \(o<\>ri aavr a* 

6, 3 : fierh XvpaKoiKra^ at k la eiaa^, 

7, 42 : iiii Tr)v AcKiXecav re ij(^i^o fi€Vf)v. 
Xen. An. 7, 7, 1 2 : 17 X^P^ tto p ov fiivrf iXwrei avrov, 
Lucian, Vera Hist. 2, 43 : eV toO viaro^ hLearSyro^. 

" " " 2, 5 : airo r&v kKoZiov k lv o v/i ivoDV. 

Dion Cassius, 58, 27, 2 : Bta top SpdavWov ao(f>(oTaTa tov 

Tt^epiov fi€Tax€ipia-dfi€vov. 

J. E. Sandys in a note to Dem. 21, 49, where he says that Trdi/r' 
i^Taa-fiiv' is equivalent to iravTwv eferao-t? and TavT dp^Xovfiev 
to Toinmv afieXeia, remarks that it is characteristic of Greek and 
Latin to prefer to use a passive participle in agreement with a sub- 
stantive, instead of using the corresponding noun followed by the 
genitive. Marchant, in a note to Thuc. vii. 28, says that the idiom 
is less common in Greek than in Latin. This statement in regard 
to Latin requires severe modification. Its beginnings in Latin are 
very modest, and certainly in no wise prophetic of its development. 
Rhetoric became its foster-parent, and Livy and Tacitus evinced a 
predilection for it. See Schmalz, Lateinische Syntax, 2d ed., p. 
439. For the Greek side, see Gildersleeve in A. J. P., 13, 258 ff., 
19, 463, ff., and 20, 352, ff., and Stahl in Rh. M. 54, 1 and 3. 

In a number of cases which might be cited in this connection, 
the plasticity of the participle admits of varied conception. These 
consequently have not been considered. 

^ The usage of ifxa in the Orators is verj restricted. See a Piogramm by L. 
Lutz, Die Casus-Adyerbien bei den attischen Rednem, Wiinburg, 1S91| p. S3. 
No case occurs where the predicative participle is expressed. Five out of sixteen 
cases are found in Antiphon, a representative of the older Attic. 
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The Greek dative, unlike the Latin dative, which is purely per- 
sonal and is not governed by a preposition, is a mixed or syncre- 

tistic case. The elements which have 
THE ORIGIN OF THE ^ j • * •* 

ADVERBIAI^DATIVE ^"^f.'^ '"*^'f «>'"P«8>tion are gen- 
TYPE OF PREDICATION, orally regarded as three in number. 

They are the true dativey such as we 
find in Latin, the locative, and the insttnimenial. These three have 
become fused in such a way as to make it very diflBcult at times to 
determine which conception was present, or, at least, uppermost in 
the mind of the Greek. The situation, however, is made less com- 
plicated, and greater unity is seen to prevail amid seeming diversity, 
if what is generally conceived as instrumental is conceived as soci- 
ative or comitative. The idea that means is only a species of 
axicompaniment is presented in a convincing manner by Professor 
Gildersleeve {fjLerd and avv in A. J. P. 8, 218 ff.), who, in speaking 
of the language of Homer, says : " There was no difference in con- 
ception between <tvv Tev^^fTi and avv Oe^, The distinction is 
purely modern. What we regard as subordinate, as a mere append- 
age, was not such to the primitive man. The man's weapons, 
horses, chariot, were an extension of his individuality, and the 
feeling is by no means dead, as is attested by the proper names 
given to arras, to coaches, to vessels, and by the affectionate femi- 
nine pronoun so often employed in familiar English of utensils of 
all kinds." 

The sociative dative begins very simply in Homer, and at the 
same time quite naturally. The writer is in accord with the view 
of the genesis of this dative which was presented recently by Fr. 
Stolz, Der attributive Gebrauch von avro*; beim sociativen Dativ, 
Wiener Studien, 20, p. 244 ff. Stolz appears to have overlooked 
the fact that meritorious work had already been done in this field 
by Holzweissig, Ueber den sociativ-instrumentalen Gebrauch des 
griechischen Dativ bei Homer, Burg, 1885. The dative in Homer, 
in and by itself, sufficed to express accompaniment. Holzweissig 
and Stolz give examples of this. We may cite : 

<f>aaydvq> at^a^ (E 81, K 456, 88). 

ata-a-ayv ^ IjX^'' (A 484). 

? TT TT o A 9 ataaoDP (P 460). 

roiatv Ittclt rjiaaov (S 506). 
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The sociative sense of the simple dative survives in the subse- 
quent literature. As Holzweissig points out, it appears most un- 
mistakably in prose when the dative is used with the names of 
persons in military expressions, e. g. : 

Hdt. 6, 99: oi ^AOijvaloi aTri/ciaro elKoac v rival. 

Thue. 8, 38 : oi S'ix rrj^ Aea-fiov ^A0r)valoc r]Sf) SiafiefiriKO' 

T69 €9 TrjV \lOV Tj) aT pUTia. 

Ps.-Lys. 2, 32 : elBore^ S' on . . . cTTATrXeuo-ai/Te? ^^tXiat? 
pava-lp ipjjfirjv rrjv ttoKlv XijyjrovTai. 

Cf. Helbing, p. 84 ff., for a list of similar expressions in Herodotus. 

In considering the sociative sense of the simple dative, it will 
be helpful to notice in this connection one of the most interesting 
and striking phenomena of Greek with which, moreover, we are, 
in a measure, familiar. It is the use of the dative with avro^ to 
express accompaniment. Monro, Homeric Grammar, p. 138, note, 
remarks that in such a phrase as avroU ofiekolai (^ 77), which he 
explains " with the meat sticking to the spits as before," the soci- 
ative sense is emphasised by the addition of avroU^ and adds that, 
without such an addition, there would generally be nothing to 
decide between the different possible meanings of the dative, and 
consequently a preposition {avv or afia) would be needed. But, 
after all, if avro^; is dropped, all that is lost is the emphasis which 
it imparted to the expression. This has l>een made sufficiently 
clear by Stolz (1. c). A further cause for misconception has been 
the occasional use of avv along with avro^ in the same construction. 
This has led Kriiger, Dial. 48, 15, 16, and other scholars to the 
wrong conclusion that we have an ellipsis of avv in those cases 
where it does not occur. Holzweissig (1. c.) remarks that the mere 
proportion of occurrences, in Homer, of avro^ with the dative, and 
of avv followed by axfro^ with the dative, shows that the form with- 
out the preposition is the original one. The reason why avv is 
found along with the dative, he observes, is that the dative has 
assumed the functions of the daiivus comitaiivus. Had he gone 
further and considered this as applicable to the dative unaccom- 
panied by auT09, he would have anticipated Stolz at this point. 

The usage of auT09 in this idiom for different authors is given 
by Mommsen, Beitrage, p. 62. It occurs in Homer thirteen times, 
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axjv being added in three instances. Moramsen's theory, which 
the writer is unable to accept, is that avT(^^ like avvy serves to raise 
the weak instrumental to a sociative. The use of avro^ with the 
singular is peculiar to comedy and Homer. The tragic use is con- 
fined to the plural, and, as a general rule, is concerned with things. 
In Aristophanes (Momrasen, p. 649), it is used only of things, but 
in both singular and plural, and with or without the article. The 
use of the article is restricted to comedy and prose. For comedy, cf. 
Aristophanes, Vespae, 170: avrolaL rah KavOrfKioLs* 

" " 1449: avTolaL roU KavOdpoL^. 

" Equites, 849 : avrolat to?9 iropira^Lv, 

" Nubes, 1302: airol^ rpoypl^ rol^ a-oiac xal 

^uvtopia-iv. 

" Ranae, 560 : avTol^ toa9 raXdpoi^, 

Eupolis, ArjfjLOt 37 : avralat ral^ KvrjfiaLaLv, 
For this last example, cf. Meineke, ir, p. 475 ff., Kock, Frag. 
Com. Gr. i, p. 284, and Henri Weil in the Revue Critique, vol. 
12, (N. S.), 1881, p. 293 fiT. Weil, in brief, makes this expression 
equivalent to avralat ral^ pi^aiaLV, 

Turning to prose, note 
Herodotus, 6, 32: koI rd^ iroXia^ iveTrifiirpaa'av avralat rot^ 
I pal at. 
Bekker struck out the article here, and was followed by Kriiger. 
In a numlx^r of pas-sages from Herodotus, the MSS vary as to the 
use or omission of the article. Kallenberg, Commentatio critica 
in Herodotum, Berlin, 1884, p. 15 (cf. Helbing, p. 86), after an 
examination of the passages in question, arrives at the conclusion 
that Herodotus was not uniform in his usage, but sometimes ad- 
mitted, sometimes omitted, the article. The principle that Kallen- 
berg has laid down (Jahresber. des philol. Vereins zu Berlin, 1897, 
p. 204 ff.), in the course of an excellent contribution on the article 
with 7ra9, 0UT09, iKclvo^, and oSe in Herodotus, that the article is 
used because of the noun with which it is associated and not because 
of the pronoun, is applicable also to auro?. The omission of the 
article in prose can be explained, as has already been indicated, by 
Epic survival, e. g., avralat dvSpdat, which, as Kallenberg remarks, 
seems to be a crystallized expression used first by Herodotus, then 
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by Thucydides and Xenophon. Only one instance of auro? with the 
sociative dative was observed in the Orators, viz., in Demosthenes, 
22, 68 : avrai^ TriBai^. 

But words may occupy the predicative position so-called, with- 
out at the same time conveying a predicative signification. Such 
the writer believes to be the case with avro^; and certain other 
words, as a/cpo<;, fiia-c;, etc. They are simply appositive. Of 
datives which undoubtedly carry a predicative signification, the 
following may be cited by way of illustration : 

Hdt. 6, 8 : ir€Tr\rip(afikvrj<TL Tyai vrjval irapfjaap o/^Icoj/e?. 
Thuc. 1, 6 : apetfjiivr} T'p Btairrf. 
Aristoph. Eq. 280 : Kevrj t§ KoiXia, 
Plato, Legg. 880 A : yjriXal^ raU x^P^^^' 
Xen. Anab. 1, 8, 1 : ihpoifVTL tc5 Xmrtp, 
" Hell. 3, 4, 11 : (f>aiSpM to3 7rpoa(o7r<p, 

The sociative, rather than the instrumental, sense of such datives 
as the foregoing is now recognized by Kiihner-Gerth, Ausfuhrliche 
Grammatik der griech. Sprache, §426, 5, as a comparison with the 
preceding edition will readily show. "Attendant Circumstances," 
"Manner," and the like, are simply si)ecial manifestations of the 
same dative. 

It may be remarked at this point that the participle employed is 
generally the perfect, occasionally the present. The reason for the 
predominance of these particular tenses is, in the writer's opinion, 
that given by Boiling (The Participle in Hesiod — Oath. Univ. 
Bull., vol. III., p. 466, Washington, 1897) for the Homeric use of 
participles in direct attribution. " The reason for the predominance 
of these tenses (i. e., the present and the perfect) is that lasting 
actions are the ones that lend themselves most readily to attribu- 
tion, and these are to be found either in the continued action of 
the present or in the perfect as denoting attitude and resulting con- 
dition." The relation of the participle to the adjective, so far as 
numbers go, is in the Orators 1 : 12, in Lucian 1 : 6. 

A widely different view of these datives is that of Classen who, 

in the course of his remarks on the expression areXel r^ pU-p 

(Thuc. 8, 27, 6), notes that we have here a " Dative Absolute," of 

• which he has given several examples from Homer, Beobachtungen 
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liber den horn. Sprg., p. 155. Compare, further, his notes on 
Thucydides, 1, 6, 3 and 2, 100, 6, which bear in the same direc- 
tion, Monro, Homeric Grammar, p. 213, recognizes in a number 
of these examples from Homer an approach to a " Dative Abso- 
lute/' He characterizes them' as extensions or free applications by 
the help of the participle of the true dative {dot, eth.), Classen's 
use of the term *' Dative Absolute'' has received merited strictures 
from Spieker, Genitive Absolute in the Attic Orators, A. J. P., 6, 
p. 315. The proper point of view, in the writer's judgment, from 
which to regard these datives is given by Kuhner-Gerth, vol. rr. 
§423, 18, e, f, and g. See also Wolfflin's Archiv, vol. 8, p. 48 ff. 

Having treated of the origin of the adverbial-dative type of 
predication, the writer proposes to set forth here the usage of the 

classical j>eriod, with the historians, 
(^)^ci»wlL gIS especially Thucydides, and the Orators 
as the basis of this study. By way of 
comparison And contrast, the usage of post-classical Greek will be 
noted, with Lucian as the model for this period, and an endeavor will 
be made to indicate any deviations from the norm of classical usage. 
The sociative, or coraitative, dative may conveniently be subdi- 
vided into (1) dative of military accompaniment, (2) dative of 
attendant circumstances, (3) dative of means and instrument. Some 
of the examples considered under one of these heads might very 
well be considered under another. 

(1) Dative of Military Accompaniment: — 

Hdt. 6, 8, 1 : Tr€Tr\rjpa)fiiv7f(ri rfjaL vrjval iraprjaav 

oi ''loDve^, 
Thuc. 4, 55, 1 : dOpoa fiev ovSafioO t^ Swdfiet avrerd- 

^avTo. 
lb. 6, 34, 5: r<£ rax^vavTovvri dBpotoreptp Kov<f>L'' 

a-avre^ TrpoafidXotev, 
lb. 6, 37, 1 : fiiya yap to kuI avral^ ral^ vaval kov- 

(f>at<; Toaoinov irXovv Bevpo tcofjicaOrjvat, 
lb. 6, 43, 1: (roa-fiSe fjSr) rfj irapaa Kevfj ^AOrjvaioi 

apavre^), 
lb. 8, 80, 1 : dOpoat^ rat^ vavalv . . . ov/c dvravTjyovTo, 
lb. 8, 104, 5: daOeviai Ka\ SieaTraa-fiivai^ rai^ 
vaval KaOioTavTO . 
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The foregoing examples exliaust the list of datives of military 
accompaniment of this tj'pe. None were found in the Orators, 
where their occurrence would only be incidental. Although Herod- 
otus frequently uses the sociative dative, the example cited above 
is the only one of this type. Helbing, p. 84 ff., has overlooked it. 

Similar datives from Xenophon may be noticed here: 

Anab. 1, 7, 14 : avvrerarffievtp t£ aTparevfiart, 

lb, 4, 2, 1 1 : opOioi^ rol^ \6xot^> 

Hell. 1, 5, 14 : iteairapfievaL^ ral^ vavaL 

In comedy may be noted : 

Aristophanes, Acharn., 686 : aTpoyyvXot,^ toI^ pruiaaL, 
Ranae, 903 : avTOirpefiPoi^ roi^ Xoyoio'tp, 
Equites, 205 : dyKv\ai<: ral^ yepaiv, 

(2) Dative of Attendant Circumstances : — 

Thuc. 1, 6, 3: KaX aveifievri rrj hiaLTri €9 to Tpv<f>€p(0' 

repov fjL€T€<rTt]<rav, 
lb. 1, 120, 5: ivOvfielraL yap ovSel^ ofiota rfj Tria-rei 

KOL epy(p iire^epxcTat,. 
lb. 2, 38, 2: firjSev oiKetorepa rfj airoXavo'ei. ra avTov 

ayada yiyvo^ieva KapTrovtrdaL, 
lb. 2, 100, 2: Kai rfj aWrj ira pa<r Kcvp Kpeia-aopi. 
lb. 3, 38, 1 : 6 yap iraOwv rw hpdaavTL d/jL^Xvrepa ttj 

opyfj iire^ipx^rat, 
lb. 6, 55, 3: ttoXXcS tcS irepLovr l tov d(r(f>a\ov^ Karc" 
KpcLT-qae. 

Classen sees in the first and last examples an equivalent for the 
genitive absolute construction. The dative point of view, as has 
already been remarked, forbids such a comparison. In the second 
example, the MSS read ofiola, which some editors adopt. The edi- 
tors are warranted in making the slight change of accent. In the 
last case, we have a favorite Thucydidean use of the neuter parti- 
ciple. It is equivalent to iroWrf rfj trepLovaia, 

The usage of the Orators is as follows : 

Pseiido-Lysias 2, 1 8 : iXevOipac^ Tai^i >^u;^a?9 eTroXt- 
revovTO. 
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Isocrates 15, 126 : ava7r€irrafiivat<: avrov ehix^vro ral^ 

Isaeus 6, 59: XotZoprjaertu /MeydXrf rfj (fxovff. 
Lycurgus 145: o /MfjXofiorov rtjv ^Am/crfv elvai (f>av€pa 

rfj '^ri<f>(p KaTayjrr)<f>iadfjL€VOf:, 
Demosthenes 19, 199: ipei Xafiirpa ry (f>a)v^, 
lb. 57, 11 : i/3Xaa-(lyqfi€L Karifjuov rayy koX ttoXXA koX 

fieydXtf Tj} (fxovf), 
lb. 43, 82: (f>ap€pa r^ '^tj^tp iyltrj<t>LaaTO, 
Aeschines 1, 19 : &9 ovBe KaOap^ ScaXeyeraL r^ aonfiari, 
lb. 2, 7: aXX* larj rf} evvoia aKOvovra^, 

The position of avaireTrrafievaif:, in the second example, is due 
to Isocrates' avoidance of hiatus. The contemptuous use of (fxovtj 
by Isaeus and Demosthenes is noteworthy. In the case of Pseudo- 
Demosthenes 43, 82, Blass revises Dindorf's text by striking out 
the article. He has MS warrant (S F Q). The reason he assigns 
^*At metapharice hie usurpcdur -^/rrjc^o?," does not, in the writer's 
opinion, carry any weight. In Aeschines 1, 19, for aeofiari there 
is a V. 1. oTOfiaTL, There is no doubt, however, of the oblique 
predication. With latf tj} evvoia of Aeschines 2, 7, may be com- 
pared o^ioia TTj iriaret of Thucydides 1, 120. 

Especially to be noted are the substantives in the foregoing list. 
They are such words as '^vyriy <^®^^> '^<t>o^, a&fia, evvoia. The 
list is important for this reason, that it gives us the key to the 
true home of the construction we are studying. Further verifica- 
tion will be found in the pages following. The adverbial-dative 
type of predication centres round the body and its parts. The 
principle of analogy gives the construction a wider range. 

The article in each of the examples just cited may be considered 
as a weakened or fainter possessive. (Cf. Kruger, Sprachlehre 50, 
2, 3). The Attic Greek was wont to use the article in character- 
ising various objects with which he stood in some personal relation, 
where we generally prefer the possessive pronoun. Our English 
idiom requires the omission of the possessive in a number of cases. 
For instance, we should not say * with his voice loud,' but * in a 
loud voice.' We may say, however, — ^and this helps us to under- 
stand the idiom — ' with his eyes open,' * with his fists clenched,' etc. 
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(3) Dative of Means and Instrument : — 

Thuc. 2, 49, 5: T^ Blyjrrj airavartp ^wexpfupoi, 

lb. 2, 76, 4: d<f>i€(rav rtjv Sokov x^^^P^^^ rat^ aXiJ- 

lb. 7, 36, 3 : aT€pL<f>oi^ Ka\ Tra^^io-t, 7rpo9 KoTka ical 
dcOevrj Trapixpvre^, rot^ ififioXot^, 

Of the Orators, Isocrates is the only one represented under this 
head. 

Isocr. 10, 23: ov yhp fiovov rots otrXot^ iteoafii^aavTO 

TrapaTrXrfaloi^ etc. 
lb. 15, 47: Kal jitp r^ Xe^ec TrotrjTCKODripa koI 

woiKcXoDripa rit^ irpd^ei^ SrjXovai .... 

€Tt Bi rai^ aXXai^ IBiat^ itrt^ave - 

a-ripai^ koI irXeLoatv SXov rov Xoyov 

ScoiKovaiv, 

In the first of these examples from Isocrates, the position of 
TrapaTrXrjaioi^ is evidently due to the desire of avoiding hiatus. 
The second shows a carefully studied and symmetrical arrangement 
of the different parts of the sentence. 

All the examples of the sociative dative in oblique predication 
found in Herodotus, Thucydides and the Orators, have now been 
considered. A few more datives involving the same principle, but 
not sociative, may be noted at this point. 

Thuc. 2, 100: avrov^ TroXXairXaa'itp r^ ofiiX^ ^9 
KLvBvvov teaOioTaaav. 

Some conceive this as dative of cause ; others as dative of the 
indirect object. 

Thuc. 1, 30: fi^XP'' ^^ KopivOiot ireptiovri rtp Oipei 
irifiyltavre^ vav^ koI arpartdv. 

This is the dative of time. With it has been compared 

Xen. Hell. 3, 2, 25 : irepuovrt r^ ivuivr^. 
Jowett (Thuc. 1, 30, note) claims that the cases are not exactly 
parallel. 

Thua 1, 117, 1: d^pdicrfp rip arparoirihtp inrinre- 
aovre^. 
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lb. 2y 39| 3: aOpoa re r^ Bvvdp,€i rifi&v ovhei^ iro} 

TToXefuos evenrxe, 
lb. 4, 122, 6 : r^ Karh yrjv AaK€B(Ufi4)via}V la")^vl avaD^e- 

Xel 7rtaT€vovT€^. 
lb. 7, 39, 2 : ottco^ .... ^cal BcoXiyov avOi^ xal aifOrj^pov 
airpoaioKrjTOi^; rols ^KOrjvaiois i'lri'^ei' 
p&ai. 

These are datives of the indirect object, with which the predica- 
tive adjective stands in agreement, and are not to be confounded 
with the sociative dative. It is not always easy to decide which 
kind of dative we have, as, e. g., in the instance cited above under 
dative of military accompaniment (Thuc. 4, 55, 1). If it refers to 
the Peloponnesians, we have, undoubtedly, the dative of military 
accompaniment, in other words, the sociative dative. If the 
Athenians are referred to, we have the dative of the indirect 
object. Jowett prefers the former, Kruger the lattef, inter- 
pretation. 

The following datives in the Orators may be noted : 

Antiphon 376: troXeiiitp tc5 tovtov fiiXei wepifreafov, 
lb. 5, 12: apODfioTOi,^ TrioTevaavra^ roi^ fiaprvpoOai: 
Lysias 32, 14: iimxrxpVTa^ iKfiefiXrjfiivtp r^ fiifiXitp. 
Isocrates 8, 104: ofioiai,^ ral^ avfiif>opal^ TrepUireaov, 
Aeschines 3, 146 : ^eptov .... top tcivBuvov airapaaic€v<p 
T^ TToXei, 

These are all, likewise, datives of the indirect object, with which 
the predicative adjective or participle stands in agreement. 

Lucian, who is generally conceded to be the best of the Atticists, 
has been niade the basis of this study, and his usage is instructive 

_, _.« ^^r^^ for the period. One cannot fail to 

ADV.-DAT. TYPE. . . ^ . t • • x- .u 

(6) PoCT^LAssicAL Gbeek. "^"^^^^i ^° ^^^ Lucianic usage of the 

sociative-dative type, the salient fact, to 
which attention has already been called, that it has, first and chiefly, 
to do with the body and its parts. But, looking deeper than this 
general resemblance, it will l)e seen that, while he observes the 
letter of the law, he kills the spirit. The Attic Greek used it in 
drcamstances justifying its use. The Atticist paid no regard to 
circumstances. With him, it is simply affectation. 
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In classifyiDg the datives, it is found that, as in the Orators, so 
in Lucian, the dative of military accompaniment finds no scope. 
There remain, then, the dative of attendant circumstances and the 
dative of means and instrument. Here, too, the classification, it 
must be premised, is one of convenience, and is more or less 
arbitrary. No attempt was made to discriminate the genuine 
from the spurious dialogues. 

(1) Dative of Attendant Circumstances : — 

Lucian, Nigrinus 4 : arevel koX dvaTrerrrafievTj rrj ylrtrxj}, 

" Timon 9 : fieyaXrj rp (fxayvfi (aaepe). 

" lb. 41 : apaTreTrrafiivot^ rol^ Kokirots* 

" Dial. Deor. 20, 6 : tcS rpayrikc^ aireaTpafifiiv^, 

" Dial. Mar. 4, 3 : dvetpyfiivoi^ roU 6(f>0a\fMol^, 

" Dial. Mort. 21, 1 : drpeTntp r^ Trpoadyrrtp. 

" Menippus 9 : rjpefiaLa ry (fxov^, 

" lb. 18 : rpa'xeia koI airrjvet Tp tfxovp, (Cf. Bis 
Accus. 31, and De Morte Peregr. 3.) 

" De Merc. Cond. 34 : XeTrr^ r^ (fxovfj. 

" Hermotimus 1 : fiaxp^ r^ '^bvt^, 

" 2jeuxi8 4 : inreaTcCKpLevri r^ oirX'p, 

" Quom. hist, conscr. 1 : \nrapel r^ irvper^, 

" " 45 : i<f>X'mrov oxov/jAvp rore t§ 

yvcofiTf. 

" Eunuchus 11 : yfrvxp^ r^ iBp&ri. 

" Amores 13 : Xnrapoi^ to?9 x^iXco-ti;. 

" lb. 36 : xnreoToXfiivtp rtS rrj^ (fxovq^ rovqi, 

" lb. 37 : jVfipS Tc5 \6yq>, 

" lb. 52 : iXapeS t^ Trpoatoirt^, 

" Lucius 47 : itravOovari r^ Tpt^t. 

" Gallus 6 : ave^oai rol^ 6<f>0aXfjLoi^, 

" Bis Accuse 10 : yjn\<p rifirjaavre^ r^ Kportp, 

" De Parasite 49 : (f>aiBp^ r^ irpoadTrq). (Cf. Cronos. 
16.) 

'* Philopseudes 24 : invapa xal avjfjuixrp t§ Xdyyrf. 

^^ Cal. Don tem. cred. 24: tkap^ koI KtofiiK^ r^ irpo^ 

'* Navigium 16 : ttoXXcS t^ y€\(aTi, 
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Lucian^ Dial. Meretr. 4, 5 : hnrpox^ ttj jXcoTT'p, 
" De morte Peregr. 32 : fivpLfp r^ ifKrjOeL. 
" Fugitivi 10 : areviaL rolf: 6(f>0a\fMoU, 
" lb. 33 : pvTrdxry irpoaeTi teal ytn/aiteeia t§ Trirrij, 

With a very few exceptions, the subfitantives in the foregoing 
list belong to the dass already described. fiejaXy ry (f>a)vp is 
especially frequent. Demosthenes used Xap/rrpq, also in this con- 
nection. Lucian seems to ring all the changes which the construc- 
tion admits of. This is suggestive of Lucian's method. 
(2) Dative of Means and Instrument : — 
Lucian, Timon 21 : waXaLa t^ 606inj. 

" Dial. Mort. 17, 1 : koCXtj rrj x^t/^t. 

" lb. 10, 12 : &<f>06voi^ T0A9 Xi0oi^. (Cf. Pise. 1.) 

" Zeuxis 3 : aKpi/Sel rfj ard0firj, (Cf. Imag. 17.) 

" Quom. hist, conscr. 7 : ov arev^ rtp ia0fi^. 

" lb. 34 : troXX^ ry da-tcija-ei teal a-uvex^i r^ w6v<p Kal 

^i^X(p. 
" Vera Hist. 1, 6: ov rpay^el TrepLrjxovfievrfv r^ 

Kvfiari, 
" Phal. pr. 11 : dXi^KTOi^; rah dSvvat<;. 
" Amores 12 : raU KOfiat^ €v0aXeaLv, 
^^ Imagines 14 : evKalptp rfj apaei Kal 0ia€L, 
" Toxaris 20 : fieydX^ r^ irvevfiari. 
" lb. 60 : KafivvXtp r£ ^L(f>€i, 
" Lucius 42 : a0p6a rfj x^t/^t. 
" " 51 : rroXXol^ rol<; ^CXrjfuiai, 

" Bis Accus. 10 : d^^KiXtp r^ 8aicrvX(p. 
" Anachar. 31 : fia04<n roh rpav/uuriv, 
" De Domo 18 : d0p6tp r^ KoXXet, 
" De Dips. 11 : TroXXfiS r<p aif^ji^* 
Dial. Meretr. 13, 2 : iinxpvaoi^; to?9 ottXoi^, 
Convivium 44 : ^i/ot^J pAXa Kal ^aOel r^ rpavfiari. 
lb. 44 : 6p0^ r^ SaKrvXtp, 
Nero 9 : 6p0al^ raZ^ hiXroi<;, 

These examples abundantly illustrate Lucianic usage. The fol- 
lowing examples from other authors may also be noted. The 
influence of earlier writers is perceptible. 
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(1) Dative of Military Accompanimeiit : — 

Dion Cassius^ 39, 68^ 1 : irpoliov Sk hnevdev Sixa SiVPV' 

lb. 50, 11, 6: aOpoa r^ Trapac/eevp rov ^Iopiop 

SUfiaXev, 
lb. 50, 31, 4: irvKval^ ral^ vavaXv oXiyov S^a r&v 
arev&v irapara^apivtov. 

(2) Dative of Attendant Circamstanoes : — 

Dion Cass. 43, 43, 2: t^ t€ 7^^ itrOijTi 'x^avvoripa iv 

Traatv ivrj^pvvero. 
lb. 46, 22, 4 : cfre yovv yv^vot^ rot^ ^i<l>€a'iv i^ ri^v 

ayopctv iaeSpafWv. 
lb. 49, 20, 2 : wopptoOev yhp a^ohpal^ ral^ fioXat^ 

i^iicvovfievoi, 
lb. 55, 15, 7: ware KaOapq, KaX a^povritrrtp koX 

avvTroTTTtp T'ff y^vj^'^ TrpoaofiiXelv. 
Diod. Sic. 1, 70, 5 : fieydXtj ry ifxovp. (Cf. 1, 83, 3.) 
lb. 3, 27, 3: KaraxXtOeU Sk aOp6<p r^ ^dpei,. 
lb. 3, 29, 3: Trdvre^ 7rpoa'<l>€pova'i rairrqv dOpooi^ to?? 

a-iopol^. 
lb. 4, 48, 2 : iinraa-fUvoi^ to?9 f t^eert. (Cf. 4, 52, 4.) 

(3) Dative of Means and Instrument : — 

Dion Cass. 40, 43, 3: ixBiA^ai, axnoif^ iic 7^9 dyopa^ 

irXaylot^ xal irXario'i to?? 
^i<l>€a't iralovra^. 
By '' prepositional type " of oblique predication, is meant ob- 
lique predication introduced by a preposition. The plan, pursued 

in the previous chapter, of noting the 
PBEa^mONAL TYPE, ^i^.^j ^ ^^ {„ t^e bistori- 

(o) Classical Greek. 1 r-v 1 i» • 

ans and Orators, and of oompanng or 

contrasting with it that of post-classical Greek, is also followed 
here. 

Herodotus : — 

Hdt. 5, 92, 7: 8ti iirl -^vxpov rov lirvov TlepiavSpo^ 

T0U9 aprov^ iiriPcCKe. 
lb. 5, 29: 5/ca>9 Twk ISoiev iv dvecrff/evljf r^ X^PV 
ayphv ei i^epyacfiivov. 
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These are the ouly cases found in Hdt. There is a special reason 
for the predicative position of the adjective ^frvxpov. " Into the 
cold oven " is an incorrect rendering. It might be rendered ^* into 
the oven when it was cold." But the brachylogy of the Greek 
has disappeared. at/eoTffKvir) is best interpreted avcurrdrfp yevo- 
fjUvy or avaardrtp iovay. Stein aptly compares Xen. Cyrop. 1,3: 
iv opetvp ovarj r^ X^P9' 

Thucydides : — 

Thuc. 1, J9, 2: ^erh aKpai^^vov^ t^9 ^v^^aj^ia^ 

rjvOrfO'av. 
Thuc. 2, 43,4: irpo^ avevOvvov rrjv vfieripav aicpo- 

actv , 
lb. 6, 66, 1 : 8ti fuv tcdXii rh Trpoevpyaa-fiiva zeal virep 

Ka\&v r&v fieWovrcov 6 dyayv larat, 
lb. 6, 77, 1 : dWh AcDpt^9 ikevOepoi dir^ avrovofiov rrj^ 

Tl€\o7rovvi]a'ov. 
lb. 6, 92, 5: koI avToif^ vvv vofiiaavra^ ire pi fieyLartov 

Bi} r&v iia^epovrtov ^ovXevecOav. 
lb. 7, 84, 4: xal iv Koi\<p 6vrt, r^ Trora/jL^ iv a^iaiv 

avrol^ rapaa-o'Ofievov^. 
lb. 1, 36, 1 : TO Se Oaptrovv fit) Se^afievov dadevh ov irpb^ 
la'x^vovra^ tov9 ix^P^^^ dSeiarepov iao- 

fJL€VOV. 

lb. 1,74, 3: vfieU fiev yap air 6 re olKovfiivav r&v 

iroXetov . 
lb. 1,84,4: del Se (09 7rpo9 ev ^ovXevofiivov^ tov9 

ivavriov^ epycp TrapacKeva^wfieOa, 
lb. 8, 38, 3: oi Se Xtot iv iroWal^ rat^ irplv /ia;^a£9 
7r€7r\r)yfiivoir. 
This array of examples exhibits one of several points of differ- 
ence between Thucydides and Herodotus. The compactness and 
precision of this mode of expression certainly appealed to Thucy- 
dides. The first example has the rare word dKpai<f>vov^, which, 
as Classen remarks, has the force of a time-limitation. The second 
is a good example of Thucydides' preference of abstract to con- 
crete expressions. Kruger analyses the third example thus: KoXd 
ioTt rh fieWovra inrep &v. Compactness of expression, of course, 
is lost by such a resolution. Classen notes the use of the predica- 
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live participle oltcovfjLevtov in the eighth example to sharpen the 
antithesis to what follows. In the next example, Widmann 
(Boehme's Thukydides, revised by Widmann, Leipzig, 1894) says 
that we have an abridged expression for '7rpo9 roh^ ivavriovf; (09 
7rpo9 eC l3ov\€vofi€vov^, with which he compares Thuc. 4, 41, 2: 
(09 €9 TrarpiSa ravTrjv and 6, 50, 4 : a>9 Trapct <f)L\ov<: kuI eifepyira^ 
^AOrfvaiov^. This method of conceiving such an expression — 
others like it will be adduced later — seems clumsy and quite un- 
necessary. (09 gives the subjective attitude. PovKevopAvom is 
predicative in the same way as olicovfihtovj to which reference has 
been made. 

Having concluded an examination of the usage of the historians, 
the writer will now pass to a consideration of that of the Orators. 

Antiphon : — 

Ant. 5, 33: ito^ fikv oiv fierh XPV^'^'V'^ '''V^ iXirlSo^ 
iyiyvaa-Ke fjbov Kara^evadpjevo^f Tovrtp Su(rxy- 
pi^ero Tw \6y<p, 

MS N omits the article. MS A has it. Some of the editors 
follow the one MS, some follow the other. Graffunder, De Cripp- 
siano et Oxoniensi Antiphontis Dinarchi Lycurgi Codicibus, Berlin, 
1882, p. 70 ff, remarks that this is one of those expressions which 
the Greeks are wont to enrich with the article, whereas we are 
wont to do without it. He compares Dinarchus 1, 67 : rlva^; rh^ 
iKiriSa^ ?^ofi€v ; 1, 77: iv rovrtp TA9 iKiriia^ lj(€iv ; 1, 102: 
iv Tot9 ^ffl) rh^ ikTriSa^ ?;^€Te. Bienwald, De Crippsiano et 
Oxoniensi, etc., G5rlitz, 1889, p. 29, holds that the reading with, 
or without, the article is correct, but, inasmuch as Antiphon uses 
the article more frequently in the case of i\m^, he would prefer 
to insert it. Cucuel, Essai sur la langue et le style de Porateur 
Antiphon, Paris, 1886, p. 60, under *^ Adjedif attribvJtj^ notes that 
Antiphon quite often puts an adjective '* en relief j^ by detaching it 
from the substantive to which it belongs, and makes it bear the 
force of the thought. In this way the phrase acquires much vigor 
and conciseness. He happily illustrates this conciseness of expres- 
sion by contrasting the following expressions : 

Ant. 6, 28 : ovk oKrfOrj^ ffv ri airCa fjv alrt&prai Kar ifwv. 
" 6, 38 : ov/c aXtjOrj rifv alrlav i'n'i4>epov ^v yri^&vro. 
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The article should be retained, in the writer's judgment, not 
l)ecause Antiphon uses it more often than he omits it in connection 
with ^7rt9 — for this has really little weight in settling the ques- 
tion — but because the article is anaphoric, pointing back to § 31 
rr)v fiev ikevdepiav iXwiaa^ olo'ea'Oai, where the word ikTri^ is 
implied, and, at the same time, as Cucuel observes, the expression 
thereby gains in vigor. For further examples of the predicative 
position in connection with ikirh, cf., e. g., Thuc. 6, 68, 2: 
fieydXriv rtjv iXirlBa rrj^ vitcrj^ exeiv. In late Greek, Luc. 
Longaevi 9: ;^pi7<rTOTepa9 ^X^^^ ''"^^ iXTriSa^, Cf. Som- 
nium 2y Zeuxis 8. 

Andocides : — 

Andoc. 1, 88: OTroaai iv SfffiOKparov^ivp r^ iroXet 
iyivoPTo. 

Lipsius (Andocides, Leipzig, 1888) brackets r^. In this he 
follows MS A (according to Dobson). There is no good reason 
for omitting the article. The same expression is found in a law 
in Demosthenes 24, 56, and is used by Demosthenes in 24, 76, 
where Kennedy misses the point by rendering it ^' in a democratical 
state." It is rightly interpreted by Hickie, " when the city was 
under democratic government," and by Marchant, " in the time 
of the democracy." Dobree, Adversaria Critica, vol. 1, p. 325, 
compares iv SrjfioKparovfiivrj ry irokev of Dem. 24, 56 with 8rj/io- 
KparovfuvT)^ rrj^ TroXeeo^ of Dem. 24, 58. This comparison seems 
apt, for in the former passage eV SrjfAOKparovfiivrf r^ irokei and ^l 
rS)v TpvaKOPra are contrasted expressions, while in the latter passage 
we have Si]/jLOKparovfiivr)t; t^9 7r6X€(i)i and iirl r&v rpcaKOvra, In 
other words — with no intention of applying mathematics to lan- 
guage — iv SrjfioKpaTOVfjUvri rfj iroXei and SrjfiOKpaTovfiivrj^ rrj^ 
7roXea)9 are practically equivalent expressions. 

Lysias : — 

Lys. 12, 97: ol fiev iv TroXefiia r^ irarpiii, roif^ TratSa? 

KaraXt^irovre^. 
Pseudo-Lys. 2, 49: '^yov^voi rj €t9 Spfffiov rrjv ^^copai/ 
ifijBaXetv. 
The force of the predicative adjective TroXc/Ata, which is in keep- 
ing with the vigorous utterance of Lysias at this point, is height- 
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ened by the contrast with the words iv ^ivrj yfj which follow. The 
word x^P^ frequently has its adjective in the predicative position. 
Cf., e.g., Xen. Anabr 1, 3, 14: ©9 Sta ^t\ta9 t^9 ^^oipa? 
dird^et; also 4, 1, 8. Anab. 5, 4,2: (09 Sth <l>i\la^ ^ (09 Sth 
TToXe fiiat; Tropevaovrac rij^ ;^a)pa9. Arrian, Anab. 3, 3, 3 : 
Sa' ipijfiov, ov fiivToi St' dvvSpov t^9 X^P^^' 

Isocrates : — 

Isocr. 1,34: XP^ '^'^^ Xoyot,*; ©9 Trepl aWorpiov tov 

TrpdjfiaTot;, 
lb. 8, 12: wcTTrep iv aWorpia rf) iroX^i Kivhvveiovre^. 
lb. 14,40: ef aret^^to-Tov fikv t^9 7ro\e<k)9 opfirjOivre^. 
lb. 7, 17 : irap^ eKovrtov r&v 'EWTyi/coi/ r^i/ tf^eiioviav 

eXafiov. (Cf. also 8, 30.) 
lb. Ep. 6, 9: Th<: irap^ €k6vt(ov yiryvofieva^; ^ tcL^ wap^ 
dicovTtov T&v ttoXlt&v . 

In the first of these examples Schneider emends rov to tov on 
the ground that rov irpa/^jxaTo^ is not in agreement with irepl &v, 
Benseler approves of this objection. Schneider admits, however, 
that the forms of the indefinite pronoun, rov and t^j, are used 
elsewhere by Isocrates without a substantive. R. B. Ponickau, De 
Isocratis Demonicea, Stendalis, 1889, p. 31, refers to the weakness 
in Schneider's position admitted by himself, and replies to his 
objection by denying that there is anything unusual in the circum- 
stance that the singular frpaf^fxa must be referred to the plural tavy 
inasmuch as the neuter plural of pronouns is frequently substituted 
for one thing. That such a collocation is not at variance with 
Isocratean usage, he rightly observes by referring to Isocr. 8, 12 
(cited above). Blass does not depart from the received text. The 
current conception of this construction is one which the writer has 
already endeavored to combat and which he cannot accept here. 
Schneider gives it as the usual explanation which he, otherwise, 
would have accepted. It is this : a>9 irepX dXXorpLov rod irpd- 
yfjiaro^ = irepl rod irpdyfjiaro^, a>9 Trepl dXXorpCov. He cites the 
rule that in comparisons, when the object compared is placed first, 
the preposition is r^ularly omitted (of: Kriiger, Griech. Sprachl., 
68, 8), as, e. g., Isocr. 8, 12: &arr€p iv dXXorpla (sc. TroXee) t^ 
Tr6X€i, KivSvvevovre^. So Ponickau, referring to Isocr. 8, 12, says 
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it 18 equivalent to iv t$ iroXet wairep iv aWorpia. To this method 
of conceiving this construction, the writer has two objections to 
offer : first, it is inapplicable in certain cases yet to be cited, second, 
where applicable, it seems clumsy and unnatural. Analysis is not 
at all necessary. The predicative adjective contains in both ex- 
amples (1, 34 and 8, 12) the point of the passage. It is, moreover, 
Isocrates' distinct purpose that the word aWorpiov shall stand out 
prominently, and this effect is secured inimitably, so far as English 
is concerned, by the prwlicative position. With the third example, 
cf. Diod. Sic. 13, 114, 1 : ot/ceri/ iv aTevx^ia-TOLf; rat^ TroXeci, 
cited by Green, in a Johns Hopkins dissertation, Diodorus and the 
Peloponnesian War, Baltimore, 1899, p. 16. 

A special class of the prepositional type is illustrated by such ex- 
amples as Isocr. 7, 17: Trap' ckovtcov t&v 'FXKijvcov, Abandoning 
for the moment the plan of indicating consecutively the usage of 
the individual Orators, the writer will attempt to give a general 
view of this class. 

With these examples from Isocrates, are to be compared : 

Dem. 20, 16 : vtto t&v ofioicDv ckovtodv. 
lb. 38, 28 : Trap' €k6vt(ov eka^ov t&v iirLrpoirayv. 
Aeschin. 3, 58 : Trap' ckovtcov t&v 'EWtJi/coi/ airoXafielv. 
Dinarch. 1, 37 : Trap' ckovtodv koI /SovXofievcov t&v 'EWtJi/wi/. 

They reappear in certain post-classical writers, e. g., 
Strabo 5, 3, 2 : Trap' eKovrcov t&v inrrjKoeov, 
lb. 5, 2, 3 : Trap' €k6vt(ov eXa^ov ^PoDfiaLODv, 
Dion Chrysostomus 11, 60: Trap' eKovrcDV t&v olKeitov. 
Dion Cassius 37, 3, 6 : Trap' €fc6vT(ov t&v iirix^pCayv. 
lb. 53, 2, 6 : Trap' eKovTtov t&v avdp&'rroDv. 

(Often with pronouns, e. g.,) 

lb. 41, 35, 1 : Trap' eKovro^ fiov. 
lb. 43, 34, 2 : Si ckovtcov re avT&v. 
lb. 46, 47, 1 : Trap' eKovTODP avT&v* 
lb. 47, 29, 2 : Trap' eKovTo^ avTov. 
lb. 53, 17, 3: irap kicovaL a^iaiv. 

These clearly form a group by themselves. The type became 
crystallised. 
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To return to the usage of the individual Orators : 
Lycurgus : — 

Lye. 144: ovS* iv iXevOiptp eSa^et tFj^ TraTpiSo^ avTol<f 
Ta<fyrjvai to Kaff avrbv pApo^ irapeitoKev. 
A departure from the received text was proposed by Dobree, 
Adversaria Critica, Berlin, 1874, vol. 1, p. 325, viz., the insertion 
of the article between eXevOeptp and iSd<f>€i,. Maetzner, Lycurgi 
Oratio, etc., Berlin, 1836, p. 324, noted it, but did not adopt it. 
Dobree compares for the article the use of tijv in such an expres- 
sion as evopKOTOLTTiv rrjv ylr7j<f>ov ivejKeiv in Lye. 13, and often 
elsewhere. Exactly similar, in his opinion, is Dem. 24, 56 : iv 
Brf/jLOKpaTovfjL€vrf rfj iroXei. It is, however, not merely a question, 
as Maetzner sees, as to whether the article is rightly used with 
€Sa(f>o^ or not — Maetzner cites Dem. 8, 39 : tc3 ttj^ TroXeeo^ iSd<f)€t, ; 
Aeschin. 3, 134 : Trepl rod rij^ iraTpiio^ iSd(f)ov^ ; Dinarch. 1, 99 : 
Trepl Tov iSd<f>ov^ to{j rrj^; TroXew?, etc. — it is a question as to 
whether there is any special point to be gained by the use of the 
predicative [position. H. Mayer, Observationes in Lycurgi ora- 
toris usum dicendi, Freiburg, 1889, p. 19 ff, treating of Lycurgus's 
use of the article, says that he does not use it with the former of 
two substantives, in proof of which he cites the passage under dis- 
cussion and 149: kol tA? •^t^^ou? (f>epea6aL ri? fi^v virkp ava- 
ardaeto^ rrjs Trarpiho^t etc. This cannot be urged as an 
argument here. In favor of the predicative position it may be 
said that the idea oi freedom is emphasised in this section. Cf. 
144: T&v fi€v inrep rrj^ iXevOepia^ TeXeuTrja-dmoDv, Cf., also, 
for indisputable cases of the predicative position in past-classical 
Greek, 

Dion Chrysost. 7, 19: ri yap t'xy^ ^avepdnrepa, m &v iv 

vyp<i T^ iSd<l>€i (rr)/Miiv6fi€va. 
Lucian, Timon 57 : iv hXevdipa Tp froXet, and elsewhere. 
Demosthenes : — 

Dem. 4, 55: vvv S' iw^ dSi]Xov^ oia-i to?9 diro rovrtov 

ifiaurS yevrjo'Ofiivoi^, 
lb. 18, 298 : aw opOrj^ koI SiKaia^ Kaiia^Oopov t^9 '^i^^9. 
lb. 21, 30: iir &hriXoL^ fikv rot^ dSiKi^aova-iv, aBTj- 
Xo£9 Bk Tol^ dSiKtiao^ivoi^, 
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lb. 18, 258 : fiera 7roW^9 t^? ivBeia^ irpaf^r)^, 

lb. 21, 8: CO? virep kocvov tov irpdyfiaro^ ovro^ /cal 
irpoa€')((ov aKOhadTd), 

fib. 25, 99 : ov yap Sijirov KaS* ev VfiCyv eKaaro^ (09 iirl 
Kvpiov^ Tov<; v6fiov<; TropevaeTat, 

fib. 35, 22 : eKclvov re tov veaviaKOv tov iaveiaavTa i^ird- 
TTjaav (09 €7rl iXevOepoif; Tot9 XPV H'^^'' 
Bavei^ofievoL. 

lb. 36, 8 : diro kolv&v t&v j^Ty/xaTCDi;. 

lb. 36, 8 : CK kolv&v t&v 'Xpr^fiaTcov. 

lb. 36, 39: e/c kolv&v iKrjTovpyet,^ t&v XPVH'^'^^^* 

lb. 18, 205: &9 iv BovXevovarj ttj iroXei (fyepeiv dvdyKfj. 

lb. 24, 76 : iv Brjfio/cpaTovfievrj ttj iroXeL. 

lb. 19, 120: 7rpo9 [Sta] fiefieTprffievrjv ttjv rifiepav, 

lb. 20, 16: viro tcjv ofiOLcov etcovTcov, 

lb. 38, 28 : Trap' €/c6vt(ov tKa^ov t&v iiriTpoirtov, 
The first and third of the examples cited above from Demos- 
thenes bear a close resemblance to each other in their structure. 
This use of the substantivised participle was already observed in 
the usage of Thucydides. Cf., e. g., virep koX&v t&v fieWovTtov, 
Trepl fieyLaTcov Si] t&v BLa(f>€p6vT(0Vf and Plato, Apol. 20 e : €t9 
d^Lo^ecov TOV XeyovTa, Also in late Greek, as, e. g., Lucian and 
Dion Cassius. In the fourth example the reading of Voemel is 
followed. Noting that the article is generally omitted, he says : 
'* TT]v 2, unde Scheibius, Obs. in Orr. Attic, p. 56 coniecit, ut habet 
Laur. S, iroXXri^ ttj^ i. e. ttoXXt) ^v t) evBeia fi€0' ^9 eTpdtfyrf^,^' 
Blass was doubtful, but read 7roW^9 ivSeta^. The fifth example 
has occasioned diflRculty among interpreters. Buttmann says that 
the mind must conceive the construction as follows: dKovaaro) 
vTrep Toif irpdyfiaro^ 0)9 koi^vov ovto^ = " Let him now give an 
attentive hearing to this matter, as one of public interest." Fennell 
renders it "considering that the issue is of public interest.'' The 
literal sense, he says, is "considering that (he is giving ear and 
voting) in behalf of the case (it) being of public interest." He 
remarks that the difficulty has generally been passed over. The 
principle referred to in the case of (»9 'rrepl dXXoTpiov tov irpd- 
7/taT09 is inapplicable here, kolvov holding the predicative posi- 
tion bears, as usual, the main emphasis. The copula ovto^ which 
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18 here expressed is more generally omitted. The seventh example 
defies such analysis as was proposed in the case of Isocrates. In 
the next example Dindorf read airo kolv&v t&v j(pt}fidT(ov ovtcov. 
Blass omits the copula with MSS F and Q, and finds further sup- 
port in the similar use o( i/c kolv&v t&v 'Xprj/MiTODv without ovtcov, 
Sandys and Paley (Private Orations of Dem., Part II., Cambridge, 
1886) follow Dindorf. On general grounds it is better to omit 
the copula. In the case of iv SovXevovarj rfj iroXei, the context 
with its prominent ideas contained in the words SovXevecv and fier' 
ikevOepla^ ^rjv prepares us for the emphatic SovXevovay. The form 
is not unlike that of the example iv STjfioKpaTovfiivp rfj TroXec, 
which has been noticed under Andocides. They are, however, 
different in this resj)ect, that in the former case iv has a local, in 
the latter a temporaly signification. Drake has aptly compared 
Hdt. 5, 29 : iv avearrj/cvLT) rrj x^PV* which has already been noted. 
Compare, also, in post-classical Greek, Lucian's Timon 57 : iv 
iX€v0€pa T7J TToXec. The same expression is also found in Nigrinus 
1 3 and Bis Accusatus 2 1 . The next example, tt^o? Sia/jiefieTprjfievfjv 
rfjv rjfiipavy is a technical expression which is explained by Har- 
pocration. The judicial day was divided into three jmrts, one 
allotte<l to the plaintiff, another to the defendant, and the third to 
the judges. Cf. also f Dem. 53, 17 : irpo^ ^fiipav SiafiefieTprjfiivrjVy 
and Aeschin. 2, 126 : iv Scafiefierprffiivrj ry '^fiipa Kptvofiai, The 
last two examples have already been noticed under the Isocratean 
use of participles. 

Aeschines : — 

Aeschines 3, 255: fir) ovv co? virkp aXXorpia^^ aW' (09 
virep OLKeiaf; rrj^ iroXewf; /SovXev- 
eaOe. 
lb. 3, 58 : irap cKovreav t&v '^XX-qvayv, 
lb. 3, 126 : iv ScafiefieTprjfjLevTj ttj rjfiipa. 
In the first case, MSS e h k 1 give wepl for vwip in both places. 
Weidner adopts Trepi in the former place. The principle applied 
to ©9 'rrepl aXXoTpiov tov irpwyixaTo^ is pointless here. The second 
and third examples have already been noticed. 

Dinarchus : — 

Dinarchus 1, 37: Trap' ckovtcov koI jBovXofiivav T&v'FiXXi^vtov. 
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This example has already found a place under the Isocratean 
use of participles. 

The survey of the usage of the historians and the Orators, so far 
as the prepositional type of oblique predication is concerned, has 
now been completed. In the course of the exhibit, special notice 
was taken of one particular type which begins in the Orators and 
survives in certain post-classical authors. The marks of its crys- 
tallization were quite evident. No small number of the examples 
which lie outside this province can be distinguished by the fact 
that the substantive with which they are connected is frequently 
X^P^} TrarpU, ttoXi^, Notice was also taken of a small group with 
the substantivised participle. Another small group may fitly be 
noticed here. This type is preserved among certain of the post- 
classical writers. 

Ant. : fiercL %pt7<JT^9 t^9 eXTrtSo?. 

Dem. : dir opOrj^ Koi BiKaia^ KaZia<f>66pov t^9 '^'^^^* 

Plato, Protag. 357 A : iv opOfj t'§ alpeaet. 

Dion Cass. 37, 11, 2: fiera aKcpaiov tov f^povrjixaro^, 

lb. 38, 18, 2 : air 6p0rj^ koI aSta^Oopov rrj^ yvdyfifff;. 

lb. 38, 42, 4 : cItt' 6p6ri^ /cal dSoXov rfjf; yvcofir)^, 

lb. 44, 23, 2 : dir opOrf^ t?;? Siavoia^. 

Luc. Hermot. 6 : ef dreXov^ t^9 €\7rtSo9. 

Between these and certain examples of the adverbialWative type, 
such as iXevOepai^ ral^ ^jrvxal^t there seems to be a close affinity. 
It will be noticed that the substantives are abstracts, having to do 
with the inner life of the person. In addition to these groups, there 
remain a comparatively small number of isolated cases, where a 
special point is made by the use of the predicative position, and 
which have, therefore, not been perpetuated as crystallized forms. 
It has already been observed that Thucydides and Demosthenes 
especially favor the prepositional type of predication in its different 
manifestations. And, in the case of Thucydides, the important 
difference between his speeches and his narrative was referred to, 
viz., that he uses the prepositional type nine times as often in bis 
speeches as in his narrative. 
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With the limited usage of the classical period, as has been seen 
in the tabulated statement and in the former part of this section, 

stands in decided contrast the post- 
PREPOSITIONAL TYPE. , . , . , * j u 

(6) P06T.CU.88ICAL Grbkk. classical period, as represented by cer- 
tain of its writers, and, preeminently, 
Lucian who, as in the adv.-dat. type, has been made the basis of 
this study. This will, perhaps, appear more clearly if the ex- 
amples are grouped as far as possible. 

(1) It is Thucydides of the Attic writers who favored the prepo- 
sition TTpo? in connection with the type in question. There are 
three examples, conveying the idea of opposition or contrast, viz. : 

Thuc. 1, 36, 1 : 7rpo9 la'x^uovTa^; rov^ ix^pov^, 
lb. 1 , 84, 3 : irpo^ ev jSovXevofiepovf; tov^ i'xOpov^. 
lb. 3, 43, 4 : Trpo? avevOvvov ttjv vfieripav a/cpoaaiv. 

There are, on the other hand, eleven examples in Lucian : 

Lucian, Piscator 32 : tt^o? ayvoovvTa^; tov^ KvfjLalov^;, 

lb. Pro Imag. 16 : 7rpo9 ovtco a^ohpav rrjv Karrfjopiav, 

lb. Toxaris 29 : irpo^ ovtco aKkripcLv rrjv SCairav, 

lb. Gallus 29 : Trpo? a/navpdv re teal hi^^oyaav ttjv OpvaWiSa. 

lb. Bis Accus. 20 : tt^o? evirpoacDirov uoc rrjv avrlSt/cov. 

lb. Rhet. Praec. 23 : 7rpo9 ovtci) ttoWov^; Toi>9 epoyra^;, 

lb. De Electro 3 : 7rpo9 ivavriov to vBayp. 

lb. De Domo 29 : irpb^ ovtco KaXa^; Kal Troi/ciXa^ tu^ vtto- 

lb. Navigium 9 : 7rpo9 amiov^ tov^ iTtjaia^, 
lb. Saturnalia 7 : 7rp09 ovtco TroWfjv ttjv dSt^Kiav, 
lb. Demosth. Encom. 17 : Trpo^ Xafivpdv ttjv Arj/waOivov^ 

So^av, 

Opposition, or contrast, is expressed here, too, except in the fourth 
example where '7rpo9 indicates the direction. The bulk of Lucian, 
it must not be forgotten, is more than twice that of Thucydides. 
Still, every allowance made, one feels that there has been a wide 
departure from Attic usage. Omit the article in a number of these 
examples, and there is no real loss. This is not true of Thucy- 
dides. 
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Cf. also Dion Chrysostomus 12, 4 : TrpoTrefiwcov aXvireo^; airbv, 

(09 loiK€, 7rpo9 aXvirop 
Tov ddvarov , 

Plutarch, 1, 60 : irpo^ avriov to irv^vfia, 

(2) Of the examples cited above from Lucian, it will be noticed 
that two have the adjective ttoXv^ in the predicative position. 
There have been observed only two cases in the authors of the 
classical period who have been examined, viz., 

Thuc. 8, 38, 3 : iv TroWat? ral^ irplv fid'^ai^* 

Dem. 18, 258 : fierct iroWrjf; t^9 ei/Seta?. 
In the former case the article could not well be omitted, and, 
with its retention, a different sense would be conveyed by the 
attributive position. The second case, it will be remembered, is a 
disputed one. Lucian has fifteen additional examples in which 
7roXu9 holds the predicative position, e. g. : 

Lucian, Timon 13: iv ttoWo) t^ o-Kortp. 

lb. Charon 11 : e/c iroWov rov pdOov^. 

lb. Quom. hist, conscr. 1 : iv iroXK^ r^ <f)\oy/jL<S, 

lb. Alexander 39 : iv iroW^ t§ ai,(oirfj. 

lb. " 44 : eVl iroW&v t&v 'frapovrtov, 

lb. De Saltatione 40 : e/c 'iroW&v t&v irapaXekeLp.pAvtov, 

Cf. also Demonax 31, Gallus 19, Rhet. Praec. 3, Hippias 7, 
Advers. Indoct. 19, 24, De Dipsad. 2, Dial. Meretr. 14, 2, De 
Morte Peregr. 19. Similar are Gallus 15, Icaromenip. 17, and 
Apologia 15. 

So Lucian uses 0X1709, but not frequently. 

Lucian, Anacharsis 1 1 : iir oXiywv t&v fxapTvptov. 
lb. Hermot. 58 : air 6\iyov tov yevfiaTot;, 

With the former of these examples, cf. Xen. Hell. 6, 4, 1 : eV 
oXiyeov fiov Bokovo'i fiapTvptov. The latter example is inter- 
esting in another way, for, earlier in the same chapter, we have 
the attributive position with the article : aTro ye tov oKiyov ixelvov 
yevfioTo^y where the article is plainly anaphoric, strengthened, it is 
true, by the demonstrative ixeivo^. But, in this example, the 
article has no such justification. If it is omitted, the sense is con- 
veyed equally as well. In other words, Lucian is here giving 
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predicative expression to what is really an attributive relation. 

Post-classical examples to which no such objection can be made 

are: 

Dion Chrysostomus 11, 1 : /navOdvova-i fikv fjuoyt,'; idv ri teal 

imOfOiri,, irap^ oXiyav r&v €a- 
8 or ay V, i^ajrar&vrai Se rdj^voTa 
viro TToXXwi/ r&v ovk elSo- 
r<ov. 
Dion Cassius 56, 17, 2: ravra yitp dirb ttoW&v r&v 

ylrffilyta-Oivrcov (T^iaiv o Aiyov^ 
<7T09 iSi^aro, 

fxaKpof; is similarly used by Lucian. 

Lucian Deor. Dial. 10, 2 : viro fiaxpS r£ ^0^9). 
lb. De Merc. Conduct. 37 : S^i fiaxpov rod xRopov. 
lb. Jupp. Confut. 7 : inro fiaxpS r^ Xivtp. 
lb. Navigium 44 : iv jxaKp^ r^ pi<p. 
With the foregoing examples may be compared the following 
from Aelian, given by Schmid, Atticismus, vol. 3, p. 63. 

Aelian N A 34, 6 : iv /xa/cp^ r^ XP^^V' 

lb. " 36, 3 : Karh TroWtfv rrjv eiprjVTjv. 

lb. " 47, 24 : iic 'iroXKov rod alOipo^ zeal ir^Xoif. 

lb. " 112, 30 : Kara troWhv rffv triroviriv. 

(3) Several of the examples with the predicative position in 
Lucian are introduced by the preposition xnro with the dat. Some 
of these occur in the groups already given. The following may 
also be noted : 

Lucian, De Merc. Conduct. 23 : viro fieyaXo<l>a>vfp r^ KTjpvKu 

lb. Herodotus 6 : xnro vvpAf>arfay^^ r^ PaaCKel, 

lb. Quom. hist, conscr. 2 : vrro fiia rrj opfi'Q (cf. Anach. 26.) 

lb. Phalaris post. 8 : viro yeo^py^ r^ Oe^. 

lb. Philopseudes 32 : vnro ttvkv^ rrj fidaei. 

lb. Pseudolog. 17: inro irovrfprn r^ irpdrtp Koi hva^rfp/j^ 
K\r)SovL(rfiari. 

lb. Navigium 11 : vtto Xafiirp^ r§ SaSL 

No instance of viro with the dat. in this construction has been 
found in the writers of the classical period. 
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(4) The preposition most commonly employed in this type, alike 
in classical and post-classical Greek, is iv. In addition to the ex- 
amples cited in other connections, may be noted : 

Lucian, Timon 13 : ei^ ')(aXicw fj aiir^pw tc5 OaXd/jLtp. 

lb. De Merc. Cond. 22 : iv afivSp^ r^ (fxnyri (cf. Alex. 17). 

lb. Apologia 8 : iv ovto)? afi(f)iXa(f>€l rrj vTrodiaei. 

lb. Quom. hist, conscr. 4 : iv ovrto 7ro\v<f>Q)v<p tG /cacp<S, 

(5) The preposition iwi with the dat. is quite common. Demos- 
thenes is the only classical author who makes use of it in prose. 

Cf. Lucian, Hermot. 74 : iirl aadpol^ toI<; OcfieXioif; tovtol^, 
lb. Quom. hist, conscr. 35 : €0' oUTeo /jLcyaXtp koI )^a\€7r<S T<p 

TTpdyfiaTL. 
lb. Demonax 8: e^r' oXLjcxpovioi^ tol<; SoKovacv dyaOol^, 
lb. Toxaris 35: iirl TrpoirjXcp r^ fiitcpov varepov \v0ri- 

aeaOai. 
lb. Toxaris 41 : eVl TV(f)\<p t£ AavBdfiLBt, 
lb. Jupp. Trag. 31 : e^' ovtcd aa<f>€i /cat irpoS^Xq} tc5 %p^(t/x^. 
lb. Rhet. Praec. 24: iirl -^^XcS tc3 Tpe(j)€a0air. 
Ih. Pseudolog. 26 : iirl TreTrpajfievfp rjSr) toJ €^7^. 
lb. De Domo 1 : eVl 7rpoSi)\q} rrj v6a(p. 
lb. Epist. Saturn. 36 : cttI Kareayort rol) dfi(f>op€L. 

Especially to be noticed, in the foregoing list, are the two occur- 
rences of the articular infinitive with the adjective in the predica- 
tive position. There is no similar occurrence in classical Greek 
within the range of authors examined. 

(6) Finally may be noted a small prepositional group which is 
closely related to the adverbial-dative group in the character of the 
substantives which are used. 

Lucian, Nigrinus 11: diro yv/nvov . . . rovfiov irpoatairov. 
lb. Toxaris 19 : diro ^^Ckri^ tyj^ Kepaia^. 
lb. Toxaris 60 : diro yvfiinj^; T779 K€(f>a\rj(;. 

The presence of the possessive is to be noticed in the first of 
these examples. The construction is usually not so transparent as 
it is here. 

This concludes the survey of post-classical Greek, especially as 
seen in the pages of Lucian^ who fairly revels in this construction. 
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The words of I. Guttentag, De subdito qui inter Lucianeos legi 
solet dialogo Toxaride, Berlin, 1860, p. 44, in this connection, are 
substantially well-founded: "Proprium hoc quoque Luciani est, 
quod multo frequentius quam alii scriptores articulum inter adiec- 
tivum et substantivum ponit, et ita quidem, ut articulus nonnum- 
quam adiectivum antecedere, multo saepius integra sententia omitti 
possit. Oratio tamen elegantior interdum est, si articulus adiec- 
tivum sequitur, quam si praeponitur, quaesUa saepe magis videtur, 
si articulus usurpatur, quam si omittitur.'^ 

After noting the views current in antiquity among the gram- 
marians with reference to the nature of the Greek article, and 

showing how the article gradually 
CONCLUSION. developed from the demonstrative pro- 

noun, the writer entered upon a con- 
sideration of the subject of oblique predication, in which was 
included the use of adjective and participle alike. The range of 
this construction was given for the Attic Orators and Thucydides, 
and a more especial study was made of two types which were 
denominated the adverbial-dative and the prepositional. The lim- 
itations in the use of these two types on the part of the classical 
authors were observed, and by a comparison with post-classical 
authors, more especially Lucian, the deviations from the norm of 
Attic usage were indicated. The origin of the comitative, or sooi- 
ative, dative was briefly considered, and it was shown that the dat. 
type is mainly concerned with the body and its parts, any expan- 
sions being due to the workings of the principle of analogy. The 
prepositional type was seen to possess a higher character than the 
adv.-dat. type, and, as a consequence, was used, when impressive- 
ness was sought, by Thucydides, in particular, of the historians, 
with the important qualification that it is mainly restricted to his 
speeches, and for this very reason, and by Demosthenes of the 
Orators. Many of these expressions, as was shown, crystallised 
and were imitated by certain post-classical writers. The home of 
oblique predication in general, and of the prepositional type in 
particular, was seen to be in oratory which seeks to be vigorous, 
concise, and impressive — in fine, in Epideictic Oratory. 



